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Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 
applicability 

Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 
Certain observations on the international application 
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Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43b/s.1 (a)(1) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 



2. FURTHER ACTION 

iS£^ni for '7l£ r "f*! 0 " 31 j? ren ™P a !7 examination is made, this opinion will usually be considered to be a 
written opinion of the International Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA"). However, this does not applv where 
he applicant chooses an Authority other than this one to be the I PEA and the chosen PEA has notifed the 
International Bureau under Rule 66.1 Us(b) that written opinions of this International Searching Authority 
will not be so considered. y 

■ SSSffiSr i&=? pro t ded ab ? v f ' considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is invited to 
rT e "? the t ™ ? written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of three 

XheUTexSrestte? 9 °' ^ PC ™ SA * 20 or before the ex P irafo " <* 22 months from the priority date, 

For further options, see Form PCT/lSA/220. 

3. For further details, see notes to Form PCT/lSA/220. 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 



1 . With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international annliratinn in 
the language in which it was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this tern m ^n^a\ appl.cation in 

° tenn.m P rip 0n h S,S^^ biistie(i 0, V h ! basi , s of a translati °n fom the original language into the following 
(unde? Rules 12 3 and S. 1 1^).^ * fUmiShed f0r the purposes of international search 9 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international aDDlication and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of : app,lcat,on and 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 



3 ' D LoSSSl'-. the , case t nat ^ore than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/br table relatina thereto 
has been filed or urnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or addittona? 

a^rop^e 6 were furnis'ned*^ aPP ' iCati ° n 38 ° r d ° eS " 0t 9 ° bey ° nd the a PP'ica2oras°fi.ld d Ss 0nal 
4. Additional comments: 



Box No. II Priority 



' ■ S?E ° the priority claim has not been considered because the International Searching Authority 

does not have in its possession a copy of the earlier application whose priority has been cla med or where 
required a translation of that earlier application. This opinion has nevertheless been estabShed ™ the 
assumption that the relevant date (Rules A3bisA and 64.1) is the claimed prtority 2J t astabllshecl on tne 

2 ' D J h ?hTi!! i0 " ha f be ^ ^ ta , blisl ? ed . as if no P riorit y nad been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim 
has been found invalid (Rules 43bisA and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion the international 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. opinion, me international 

3. Additional observations, if necessary: 
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t WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 

INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY PCTiSsSoS^T" 



Applicability Non - estab » shm ent of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 



o^o^^ — step (to b e non 

□ the entire international application, 
El claims Nos. 20 

because: 

□ the said international application, or the said claims Nos. relate to the followina subject mattPr whinh 
does not require an international preliminary examination (specify)- ro " OW,ng suDject matter wh,ch 

□ the description, claims or drawings (indicate particular elements below) or said claims Kin* 
unclear that no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): ° SO 

° SSSb? S, id C ' aimS N ° S - S ° inade ^ at6, y su PP° rted ^ the description that no meaningful opinion 
H no international search report has been established for the whole application or for said claims Nos. 20 
° C h ofTh?^^^ ,iStl ^ ^es not comply with the standard provided for in Annex 

the written form □ has not been furnished 

□ does not comply with the standard 
the computer readable form □ has not been furnished 

□ does not comply with the standard 
□ See separate sheet for further details 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 436/s.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 



Inventive step (IS) 



Industrial applicability (IA) 



Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 

Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 

Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 



3- 11,15-19 
1,2,12-14 

4- 10,15-19 
1-3,11-14 

1-19 



2. Citations and explanations 



see separate sheet 
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Re Item III. 



Claim 20 is a clear violation of R. 67.1 because it claims a medical method. Even removing 
direct reference to cutting of a molar socket, etc. the claim implicitly includes these steps 
and is still not allowable. H 



Re Item V. 



1 Reference is made to the following documents: 

D1 : US 2002/1 60335 A1 (ASHMAN ARTHUR ET AL) 31 October 2002 (2002-1 0- 
31) 

D2 : US 2001/00471 1 A1 (LAZZARA RICHARD J ET AL) 21 June 2001 (2001-06- 

D3 : EP 1 145 691 A (BIOLOK INTERNATIONAL, INC) 17 October 2001 (2001-10- 
17) v 

2 INDEPENDENT CLAIM 1, 12 



2.1 



The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1) PCT, because the 
subject-matter of claims 1 and 12 is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT 
Documents D1 (Fig.4) , D2 (Fig. 1) and D3 (Fig. 3) all disclose an anchoring element 
having the same outer shape as that of the present application and also having an 
internal dead-end bore which constitutes the 3rd and 4th surfaces/means. 

DEPENDENT CLAIMS 

Dependent claims 2, 3, 1 1 , 1 3, 1 4 do not contain any features which, in combination 
with the features of any claim to which they refer, meet the requirements of the PCT 
in respect of novelty and/or inventive step (Article 33(2) and (3) PCT). Documents 
D1-D3 all have a frusto-conical first portion and means for compressing the 
mterradicular bone, just like is claimed in claims 2, 13, 14. Regarding claims 3 the 
choice of having a frusto-conical internal bore is an obvious choice available to the 
skilled person and solves the same technical problem as that solved by the shape of 
the internal bores in D1-D3, and is thus not inventive. 
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